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nT7ryr\nr7 '^rrwy TTTT\Tr^T at n AiKiiyr r^'xr h^tjt T'Tr^rvmrr^T' t tt'T/^ ATTd^lK^T 

IN RE SERIES 7 BROKER QUALIFICATION EXAM SCORING 
LITIGATION 

r» r? r?/^ r» r? ww/t^jT 'rr^nnc'TT rrr\T\^~<w7C< ^~irT ATnii/r A'xt Tr\ww\T r? v 17 r: "XT A 'XT r\ 

nr,rUi\Ji rrivi. i i:,M\Iihi^i^ rnjuyjnoy K^n/tiiuviAiy y jK/niy r. ivrji:^iyj^i\, u, 

LOWELL JENSEN, J. FREDERICK MOTZ, ROBERT L. MILLER, JR., 
KA THR YNH. VRA TIL AND DA VID R. HANSEN, JUDGES OF THE PANEL 

TRANSFER ORDER 

This litigation currently consists of nine actions listed on the attached Schedule A and pending 

111 uiiw iL/iiuwiii^ u.iouii-'Lis. ixjKXi ai^nvjfiic \^av/ii iii uiv j^iotiivi ui iviouiut \jx. v^wiuiiiuici, aiiu mw Ljvutiiwiii 

CVJ District of New York, and one action in the Eastern District of Arkansas/ Before the Panel are two 

liiwLiwiio, wiiv vj y piaiiinxio 111 \.\yKJ avLix-^iio iii unv owuLiiuiii iviouiv/u kjl i^wv a uiiv aiiu aiiv^tiiv-'i, cio ciiiiviiuCu, 

by defendant the National Association of Securities Dealers (NASD), for coordinated or consolidated 
pretrial proceedings, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407, of the nine actions taken together.^ Every 
responding party agrees that centralization is appropriate. NASD, along with defendant Electronic Data 
^^ Systems Corp. and plaintiffs in one Southern District of New York action and the potential tag-along 
action in the Southern District of Ohio, support transfer to the Southern District of New York. Plaintiffs 
in three Southern District of New York actions (including the original movants) plus four actions and 
three potential tag-along actions pending in the District of District of Columbia prefer transfer to the 
District of District of Columbia. Plaintiff in the Eastern District of Arkansas action supports transfer 
to the Eastern District of Arkansas. 



' The Panel has been notified of six related actions pending, respectively, as follows: four actions in the 
District of District of Columbia, and an action each in the Southern District of New York and the Southem 
District of Ohio. These actions and any other related actions will be treated as potential tag-along actions. 
See Rules 7.4 and 7.5, R.P.J.P.M.L., 199 F.R.D. 425, 435-36 (2001). 

^ The two plaintiffs submitting the initial Section 1407 motion moved to "withdraw the complaints" in 
their actions, which are both pending in Southem District of New York, on March 20, 2006, The actions 
(Crabbe and Cutler), however, previously were stayed on March 10, 2006, pending the Panel's decision. 
The New York court has not ruled upon plaintiffs' motions to withdraw their complaints and, presumably, 
voluntarily dismiss their actions. Another action pending in the Southem District of New York (Hester) and 
included in NASD's motion is also subject to a stay pending the Panel's ruling; plaintiff in Hester has filed a 

to the initial Section 1407 motion has since been voluntarily dismissed, and Panel consideration of that 
action is thus moot. All but one of these plaintiffs have since refiled their action in the District of District of 
Columbia, as the Hester and Cutler actions that were included in NASD's amended motion for transfer. 
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On the basis of the papers filed and hearing session held, the Panel finds that these nine actions 
involve common questions of fact, and that centralization under Section 1407 in the District of District 
of Columbia will serve the convenience of the parties and witnesses and promote the just and efficient 

scoring the Series 7 Broker Qualification Exam, a computerized qualifying test required for anyone 



f-t t Tj^^e% 



%^Anpx\^j\-.vA cj t* ov^vuixLiwo XXI 111 iiiciL wioiiwo lyj xugxoiwi iixu-xviuaaio ao g^xi^iai d^v^uiiiit/d i tpi &i^&iiiaii v ^a 

dealing with the pubhc. These errors caused approximately 1,900 individuals to incorrectly receive a 

Aw.xxAXA^ ^xuvi-v. X xuxxxtxxxo c4ixv^w, wxx L^viio-xx \jx w vxicxppxxxgptALafcx vu V'XCioo^o \jx axx ixx\xi v xu-uaxo wxx\^ njuiv uxw 

exam and received an erroneous failing grade, such common law claims as breach of contract, 

nf»0"licrpnrp n(=»cr1iaAnf mior/=»r»rACprifafir\n H^farriafirvri an/-! +/^r+i/Mio inf/=ivfiav^Ti/>*=» ti/i^^ r»rtn+for«+ nT-»/1/r\T- 
^^v^j.x^>,/j.j.N/w, xxx/^xx^wxxk xxxxtjjL w^x vk.jvxxv«^kxvyxx, vx vxuxxxci.irX vxx, C4XXVX irV/x i.x*^ W.IJ xxxtv/x xwx wxxV'W Wxvxx \^vyxxtx U.VI. CiXXVO/ V/X 

business relationships. Centralization under Section 1 407 is necessary in order to ehminate duphcative 

Hlsr.nVPiTV nrp\/f*nt inr»nncictf»nt r\rpt-rici1 -nilincro QnH rr^nQpt-x/p ttip rporkiirnpo r^ffl^p r*Q-rfiiao fViPi-r r«rmTicp| 

-~*-'~'~'w r v^y, ^^'VT W'xxv xxxwv/J^XkJXk^VWXXV JL^X V^(.XX«^X X Vt-XXXX^t^, U.XXV^ ^/VjFXXLJ^^X T ^/ VXXV/ X V/D V C*-X ^ VkJ ^-^ X i-XXV Ly<.*XLXWvJ, IrXXVXX WV^ l^XXk^WX 

and the judiciary. 

We conclude that the District of District of Columbia is an appropriate transferee forum for this 

litigation The larap<;t niimhf^r nf JirtinriQ Jirp r\f^nc\\na in tVip nictnVt nf FiicfriVf nf r'nlnmViici {\nnh^r\\ncr 

—^ — --——-.. ^ **.w ^-.^m. ^-^ .^ ■^ ^Ji w^^^awr W^ ^.f J. *i>*^.' VA«^i^l_> W»J.«^ u^/^^X^^A^b J. * i VX X «< .X-' X k^ kX X ^Z h V^ J. X.^ X k^ ^X X V »■ V^ X ^>_/ Vy X ti^-X X X «_/ X ^A- 1 XXX^irXVC-VXAXXC^ 

potential tag-along actions), and relevant documents and witnesses may be found at NASD's District 

of Columbia headaiiarters or its testincr pinc] rnntinnincr pHnration Hivisinn wViirh is In^aterl nparhv in 

the District of Columbia suburbs. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1407, the acfions Hsted on 
Schedule A and pending outside the District of District of Columbia are transferred to the District of 
District of Columbia and, with the consent of that court, assigned to the Honorable John D. Bates for 
coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings with the actions pending in that district and listed on 
Schedule A. 



FOR THE PANEL: 

Wm. Terrell Hodges 
Chairman 
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SCHEDULE A 

MDL-1772 -- In re Series 7 Broker Qualification Exam Scoring Litigation 

Eastern District of Arkansas 
Skylar S. Jordan v. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc.. C.A. No. 4:06-366 
District of District of Columbia 

William Lowe v. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc., et al. 

C.A. No. 1:06-280 
Timothy Wallin v. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-382 
Linda Cutler v. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-525 
Jennifer Hester, et al. v. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc., 

C.A. No. 1:06-554 

Southern District of New York 

Andrew Crabbe v. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-1085 
Linda Cutler v. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-1208 
Jennifer Hester V. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc., C.A. No. 1:06-1238 
Gueorgui Ivanov v. National Association of Securities Dealers, Inc., et al, 
C.A. No. 1:06-2388 



